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1 . Claims 1 - 2, 4, 6 - 9 are objected to because of the following informalities: "a 
display function of teach [each?] of said plurality of user terminals", claim 1 , line 9. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

3. Claims 1 , 6 - 9, 1 3, 1 5 - 1 6, 1 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Popa ("Popa"; US #6,006,231) in view of Johnson ("Johnson"; US 
#6,615,213 B1). 

As per independent claim 18's "file distribution method for distributing a file of a 
style requested by a user terminal from a server to the user terminal via a network", 
Popa enables retrieving an image from a network , using a server application and a 
client application , so that a desired version of a desired image is sent via a 
communication application (Abstract). In Popa, an image file 12 may be accessed via a 
request message" for a specific file, resolution, size and colour space (col 5, line 36 - 
col 6, line 13; fig 3), so that the client application 20 enables an end user to select 
(manually or automatically) the image file, size, resolution, and colour, and creates 
the request message . 

The Popa disclosure therefore reads upon claim 18, in that in Popa, the "user 
terminal" is capable of "storing display style information which is determined by a 
display function of the user terminal", since the user develops a selection first at the 
client side, this taking device specifics into account for resolution, size and colour 
space , for subsequent transmission in a "reguest message" , and also of "transmitting 
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the display style information to the server", when the Popa server application receives 
such a request . The Popa "server" is then disclosed as "distributing a file of a style in 
accordance with the display style information to the user terminal", when the desired 
version is downloaded. 

Popa appears directed to a scenario in which the client and the server have a 
certain predefined relationship, and thus does not explicitly teach "storing" the "style 
information" in advance, so that "upon first accessing the server" the data is available, 
since Popa's server would most likely have been already accessed in some sort of 
setup procedure. A similar shortfall results in comparing Popa to independent claims 1 , 
13 with their "storing display style information" "before first accessing the server"; 

However, it was known in the art at the time of applicant's invention to maintain 
"user terminal" specifics that are directed towards a variety of "server" instances, as is 
seen in Johnson, in which application independent data is maintained, so as to permit 
configured customizable actions (Abstract). In Johnson, data may be sought by many 
various remote data processing systems (col 2, line 66 - col 3, line 34), and is for 
automatically communicating (transmitting) to as many remote data processing 
systems as desired through the minimal user action . It is seen in Johnson, therefore, 
a generic foundation for facilitating the communication of data by clients to arbitrary 
remote applications (col 3, lines 39 - 50), so that the application independent data is 
stored "upon first accessing" "a server", when one of the many various remote data 
processing systems is being accessed for the first time. 
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It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
applicant's invention was made to provide "display style information" such as that which 
is used in obtaining an image file instance of a particular version from a server , as in 
Popa, but with the client having such information on hand "upon first accessing the 
server", as in Johnson, because this allows a greater variety of servers to be image file 
sources, a capability readily appreciated in the Popa environment. Motivation rests at 
least in Popa, where it is the objective to provide the best copy of an image file that the 
client can support, and this would be enhanced with a wider variety of sources as per 
Johnson that do not require separate configuration (e.g., using the same application 
independent data , Johnson). 

As per claim 6's "server" whose "memory" "previously stores a plurality of files 
having different display styles" (see also claim 15), because Popa can develop a 
plurality of different versions of the image (col 1 , lines 49 - 59), Popa will have to have 
such storage for a "distributor" that "selects a corresponding file" and "distributes the file 
to the user terminal". Also, please note that in Popa, each version of the image is 
derived from the same file , as in claim 7's "original file" that is made to have "a style" by 
the use of a "converter" (see also claim 16). 

As per claim 8, Popa discloses that the user can download any combination of 
resolution, dimension and colour Quality contained in the original image (col 3, lines 7 - 
31 ) for a desired image file , these being typically related to the kind of image the 
terminal hardware may support. Thus, "presence of an image" is included in the identity 
of the file, and "size of an image and a size of a display screen" in sjze (col 3, lines 19 - 
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31). This aspect of Popa also satisfies claim 9, in which "a display resolution" is part of 
"the display style information", along with that "color combination" needed for the display 
in colour quality . 

4. Claims 2, 4,14 are rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Popa in view of Johnson and Ovadya et al. ("Ovadya"; US #2001/0009008 A1). 

In any arrangement that accesses a "server" in the style of Popa or Johnson, the 
user identity would certainly be important, where any kind of value-added service is 
being provided, only these references do not explictly teach claim 2's "identification 
number generator" that is used at the "distributor" side to retain "display style 
information". 

However, Ovadya's ONLINE SERVICE PLATFORM specifically contemplates 
such user-by-user "identification", when file conversions, translations or any other 
service being executed on a file (Abstract) are provided, via a customer identification 
(customer client ID) 19, which is a code identifying the customer client and a browser 20 
(paragraphs [0014], [0019]). 

Thus, it would have been further obvious to the person having ordinary skill in the 
art to use an "identification number" as per Ovadya, to retain the kind of user-specifics 
that would be useful in a "display style" provision as per Popa, when made to have the 
further capability of "storing" such information "before first accessing" a "server" as in 
Johnson, because this gives the "server" side a better control over the individual 
accessing users in a typical Popa situation, where the relationship retention as in 
Ovadya allows for optimum customization and support. Motivation can be seen in either 
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of Popa or Johnson, where the accessing user seeks an extent of custom access that is 
as suitable as possible to that user's needs, in obtaining information from the "server". 

When the user has made a first contact and obtained an "identification number" 
(as suggested by Ovadya), the "user terminals" will retain "the identification number and 
location information of said server" that has given them (claim 4), when performing the 
kind of further access seen in both of Popa and Johnson. 

Also suggested by the additional obvious addition of Ovadya-style customer 
identification is claim 14's "server holding the display style information" and a "user 
terminal holding the identification number", for obtaining "a file of a style in accordance 
with the display style information", when a Popa "style" maintained for plural "server" 
instances as in Johnson, is adapted to allow individual users to be identified. 
5. Applicant's arguments filed 1 1 December 2006 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

At pages 9 - 1 0 of the response, applicant argues that "POPA fails to disclose 
display style information which is determined by a display function of the user terminal", 
since "in POPA, none of the image file, size, resolution and color can be display style 
information which is determined by a display function of the user terminal, but rather 
each is output information based on a user selection" — "POPA's disclosure, involving a 
mandatory user selection, does not suggest the present invention, but rather teaches 
away it [sic]." However, nothing in the claims themselves rules out that a user can be 
involved: "the display style information being determined by a display function of teach 
[sic] of said plurality of user terminals" can be read directly upon the "display style" 
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selection of Popa, where device specifics (and therefore a "display style") will have an 
effect upon the "style" that is chosen. The parameters of resolution, size and colour 
space in Popa are different from one kind of display unit to another, and in accessing 
files, this identity and the properties associated with it can be the basis for "the display 
style information" that results in the actual file transfer. 

Regarding Johnson, applicant argues at page 10 that "JOHNSON also fails to 
disclose display style information which is determined by a display function of the user 
terminal", something for which the Examiner instead relies upon Popa, so it makes no 
material difference that Johnson's "output" is "based on a user selection". Furthermore, 
and as is noted above, the claims do not preclude the involvement of a user. 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

During an updated search, the Examiner noted that Stahl (US #7,072,932 B1) 
teaches the transfer of content according to a format that relates to the individual 
receiving device. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Raymond J. Bayerl whose telephone number is (571 ) 
272-4045. The examiner can normally be reached on M - Th from 9:30 AM to 4:30 PM 
ET. 

8. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid, can be reached at 571-272-4063. All patent application 
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related correspondence transmitted by FAX must be directed to the central FAX 
number (571)273-8300. 

9. Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
2100. 




RAYMOND J. BAYERL 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 
ART UNIT 2173 




